'SENATOR DODD has sald
that “there is one supreme
question which ;the Senate
must ask about a ¥ test ban
ireaty: does it _
.provide  rea-
sonable - pro-
tectlon
agalnst cheat-
irg by the So-
viets?"  This
is an import-
ant question,
and the hear-§
ings now
being held ®
befoure the Lippmann
Joint Atomic Energy Com-
mittee are focusd en it. But
it is not the supreme ques-
tion.

The supreme question is
whether the U. S§. A, and the
U.S. S, R can agice not to do
any more testing in tie hope
of changing the existing bal-
_-ance of power in nuclear
- weapons. . ‘This ‘would mean,

it Is agrced on both sides,
an acceptance of the fact
that while both sides are
now capable of infacting
devastating damage, the
American arsenal is higger
- and more versatile than the
Soviet’s. The purpose of the
trealy would be to siow the
. refinement of the nuclear
. art, refraining from further
"+ tesling in the hope of achiev-
ing an abLsolute superiority.

THE POPE of achicving
an ahsoigie superintily exisds
among Jome  scentists and
some n-Jlitary 1aen in hoth
countricd 1t docs not exist
by any 1feans among all <ci-
entists o all military men
If eithe! country could., for
exanipls| achicve a perfectly
effective] anti-missile missile,
tt would| Lierehy wips out the
menace 1 the other side's
wholc raiclear armament. Or
ff el vy swde could make a
bomt k31 rowerful that it
could  d}.troy  the  whole
Ve other Lo retali-
ate, it v1yiid have abeolute
sup:e o«

Stk a"-ghi of ahsolute -
perior {wbich neither sude
will \X Yooy explam
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Cheatmg and Espwnage

why the publie surface argu-
ment against the proposed
treaty is what it is—the Amer-
icans talking about cheating
*and the Russians talking
about espionage.

The truth is that the Rus-
sians do not really mean
that {wo or three on-site in-
spections are all right while
seven or cight would be es-
pionage which would under-
mine the security of the So-
viet Union. What the Rus-
sians mcan is that if they
offer fewer inspections than
Mr. Kennedyv thinks he can
accept and still get the
treaty ratified, they .will
have pﬁ‘)\od that they want
to stop testing and they will
still he able to test. Beside
the ingrained Russian relue-
tance to open their country,
there is the much more mat-
te: ofifact  feeling  that if
they Lest, they may achieve
abisolute superiority. On our
side, the truth is that Sen-
ator Dodd and hi= mentor,
1): Peller, are not primarily
concernced with cheating. Dr.
Teller at least, if [ have read
his public statements cor-
rectly, is primarily con-
cerned with avoiding any
treaty which will slow down
the development of nuclear

weapons. The mos. voeal.
critics at the moment in this.

counlry may say they want
a fool-proof treaty.  What
they really want is not to
stop tésting.

FOR MYSELF, I do not
take the view that they are
nccessarily wrong. If they
would quit talking as if they
had some kind of superior
patriotisim, the perfectly ar-
wuable issue which is not yet
fully resolved could be dis-
cussed. T think that the real
issuc should be brought up
to the surface and thal we
should have a full debate on
whether, for the sake of
peace and of our own na-
tional interests, it is better
to slow down nuclear de-
velopment by banning fes:-
nr to stimulate development
Hy continuing the teste

..,,

This is the real question :
both in this country and in
the Soviet Union. Our fear
of cheating and their fear
of espionage are cover argu-
ments used by men who in
their hearts belicve that they
must find a way to continue
to test without “outraging
world opinion. Four more on-
site inspections than the So-
viet Union has alrcady offered
will not reveal much of any-
thing which this country

does not already know about
the Soviet military establish-
ment. But those few extira
inspections might enable the
President to get a treatv
ratified, and that is precisely
what those who want to go
on testing in the Soviet Un-
ion do not want to see. Nor
is there any scrious dispute
that with our present im-
proved methods of detection
including a few on-site in-
spections, the chances of per-
feclly safe and undetectable
chesting on a profilable
scale are close to zero.

THE STRONGEST argu-
ment for continuing to test is
that our nuclear scientists
will languish and disperse if
they cannot put their theo-
ries to the test of experi-
ment. For it is still not pos-

-sibleito make the conclusive
‘te'sts in lahoratories. It s

true therefore that the pro-
posed treaty is the first for-
mal attempt inrodern times
to inhibit the ,towlh of sci-
entific knowledgc.

The argument. in favor of
such a treaty iv' that, as re-
gards world peivt, an agree-
ment on so vithl a matter
would be a Iivak-through
which could opt:i the way 1o
other agreemerls And, as
regards the Ajerican na-
tional interest }id the 1u-
terest of the Wtern Alli-
ance, our securilyi sl be en

hanced if the ¢oviit Union
will accept the ¢xiwmng bat
ance of nuclear {trees
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